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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and multidimensional issue of sustainable development through the lens of socioeconomic inequality, market structures, livelihood systems, and institutional frameworks. The strength of the paper lies in its attempt to integrate diverse literature within a conceptual framework. The study contributes to discussions on inclusive growth and resilience in emerging economies. Its focus on how institutional roles and policy pathways enhances the relevance of study for both researchers and policymakers. Overall, the manuscript offers a comprehensive overview of the challenges of sustainable development in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article reflects the scope of the study. But the author could make the title more precise.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract provides a clear overview of the study. But some improvements are needed in the following aspect:
1. Abstract should clearly state that the study is “systematic literature review”.

2. The wording and sentence structure can be improved. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the study is purely descriptive and does not clearly specify its methodological approach. The type of literature review conducted is not stated. Some statements are broad and normative which should be expressed in more academic language and some structural and wording mistakes were also noticed. Overall, manuscript is good but require some refinement to enhance analytical precision.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference list is recent and sufficient. However, the author focuses more on the studies published in the year 2025 and primarily India focused studies. If the author include some more literature from the past year and international studies then that will strengthen the theoretical grounding.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript requires some editing in this area. During review process some grammatical error, wording mistake, repetitive sentence and informal expression were noticed. Although the language is understandable but requires some improvement to fulfil the publication standard. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	A short methodology section is needed explaining how literature was selected and synthesized.
The reference list follows the APA style but hanging indent formatting is missing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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